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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Preliminary Amendment 

1 . The preliminary amendment has been entered. Claims 1-32 were canceled and 
new claims 33-56 have been added. 

Ciaim Objections 

2. A series of singular dependent claims is permissible in which a dependent claim 
refers to a preceding claim which, in turn, refers to another preceding claim. 

A claim which depends from a dependent claim should not be separated by any 
claim which does not also depend from said dependent claim. It should be kept in mind 
that a dependent claim may refer to any preceding independent claim. In general, 
applicant's sequence will not be changed. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 

3. Claims 54-55 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claims, or amend the claims to place the claims in 
proper dependent form, or rewrite the claims in independent form. 

Note that claim 54 is dependent oh claim 55 and therefore does not depend on a 
preceding claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 33-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the Invention. 

In claim 33 the phrase "the set of blocks B/set of blocks A" lacks proper 

antecedent basis. 

In claim 37 the phrase "the amount of optional monomer(s) optionally not 
exceeding" lacks proper antecedent basis. Also it is unclear as to what is meant this 
phrase. That is, it is unclear as to what is meant by "amount of optional monomer(s) 
optionally not exceeding". Clarification is requested. 

A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasctie, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 38 recites the 
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broad recitation "average molecular mass of from 500 to 100 000:, and the claim also 
recites "optionally from 500 to 25 000" which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 

In claim 39 it is unclear as to what is meant by the phrase "potentially cationic at 
the pH of the formulation or of use of the formulation". That is what is meant by 
"potentially cationic" and "of use of the formulation"? Clarification is requested. 

In claim 40 it is unclear as to what is meant by the phrase "potentially anionic". 

Claim 41 is indefinite as it recites the broad recitation "average molecular mass 
of from 500 to 100 000:, and the claim also recites "optionally from 500 to 25 000" which 
is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

In claim 42 it is unclear as to what is meant by "of use of the formulation"? 
Clarification is requested. 

Claim 43 is indefinite as it recites the broad recitation "average molecular mass 
of from 1000 to 200 000, and the claim also recites "optionally from 3000 to 30 000" 
which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

Claim 45 is confusing as written as it is unclear as to just what the cationic 
surfactant is supposed to be selected from due to the use of the phrase "and also a 
mixture of at least one cationic surfactant optionally softening and of at least one 
nonionic surfactant". Clarification is requested. 

In claim 46 the phrase "the optional nonionic surfactant" lacks proper antecedent 

basis. 
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In claim 48 the phrase "the copolymer of controlled architecture (C)/mass of 
surfactant (CSA)" lacks proper antecedent basis. The claim is indefinite as it recites the 
broad recitation "average molecular mass of from 0.0001 to 10, and the claim also 
recites "optionally from 0.001 to 2" which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 

In claim 51 the preamble is inconsistent with that of claim 50 as claim 50 is not 
drawn to a "rinsing fomnulation" but rather a "formulation". 

In claim 52 the claim is indefinite as it recites the broad recitation "average 
molecular mass of from 0.0001 to 1, and the claim also recites "optionally from 0.001 to 
0.1" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

Claim 54 is confusing and therefore vague and indefinite as it depends from 
claim 55 which is a later claim and claim 55 depends from claim 54. Therefore each 
claim depends from each other and vice versa. Further if applicant is intending claim 54 
to depend from claim 53 the preamble of claim 54 is inconsistent with claim 53 as claim 
53 is not drawn to an "ironing fomiulation" but rather a formulation. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 33-56 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/534,197 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1793 

Specification 

7. A substitute specification excluding the claims is required pursuant to 37 CFR 

1 . 1|25(a) because the use of underlining in the specification is usually reserved to show 
additions made to the specification by amendment and the specification does not 
appear to be amended. 

A substitute specification must not contain new matter. The substitute 
specification must be submitted with markings showing all the changes relative to the 
immediate prior version of the specification of record. The text of any added subject 
matter must be shown by underlining the added text. The text of any deleted matter 
must be shown by strike-through except that double brackets placed before and after 
the deleted characters may be used to show deletion of five or fewer consecutive 
characters. The text of any deleted subject matter must be shown by being placed 
within double brackets if strike-through cannot be easily perceived. An accompanying 
clean version (without markings) and a statement that the substitute specification 
contains no new matter must also be supplied. Numbering the paragraphs of the 
specification of record is not considered a change that must be shown. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

8. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609.04(a) states, 
"the list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a 
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separate paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on 
form PTO-892, they have not been considered. 



9. The references cited by the examiner are cited as showing the general state of 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jerry Lorengo can be reached 
on 571-272-1233. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
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